Power Priming Task (Study 1) [High power condition] This part focuses on your perception of a past event. We would like you to describe a particular incident in your life. Please recall a situation in which you had power over another individual or individuals. By power, we mean a situation in which you controlled the ability of another person or persons to get something they wanted, or you were in a position to evaluate those individuals. Please describe the situation in which you had power -what happened and how you felt.
It is important that you imagine this situation as vividly as possible. There are no right or wrong answers and your answers will be strictly confidential. You can write about whatever incident comes to your mind that made you feel really powerful and in control -no matter how others would feel or think about this incident. Please use the spaces below to describe the incident and how you felt.
[Low power condition]
This part focuses on your perception of a past event. We would like you to describe a particular incident in your life. Please recall a situation in which someone else had power over you. By power, we mean a situation in which someone had control over your ability to get something you wanted, or was in a position to evaluate you. Please describe this situation in which you did not have power -what happened and how you felt.
It is important that you imagine this situation as vividly as possible. There are no right or wrong answers and your answers will be strictly confidential. You can write about whatever incident comes to your mind that made you feel really powerless -no matter how others would feel or think about this incident. Please use the spaces below to describe the incident and how you felt.
[Neutral condition]
Please recall a day during the last week. Please think about all the things you did during that day, starting from the morning to the evening. Imagine the day as vividly as possible. In the space below, please describe all your experiences during that day -what you did, what happened, how you felt, etc.
There are no right or wrong answers and you can write about whatever incident comes to your mind.
Health Screening Questionnaire (Studies 1 and 2) POWER AND EYE-GAZE (SUPPLEMENT) DS4
Experimental Stimuli (Study 2) Figure S1 . Interaction targets encountered by participants in Study 2. The stimuli are taken from the Vizard Complete Characters© toolkit. The file identifiers are as follows (top left to bottom right): sportive04_f_highpoly.cfg; casual18_f_highpoly.cfg; sportive07_f_highpoly.cfg; sportive03_m_highpoly.cfg; casual02_m_highpoly.cfg; sportive04_m_highpoly.cfg. ML deviance (number of parameters) 2846.69 (7) 2821.66 (18) NB: ***p < .001, **p < .01, *p < .05, †p < .10. Fit indices and model comparisons are based on maximum likelihood (ML) estimates, whereas regression coefficients are estimated using a restricted solution (REML) (see Raudenbush & Bryk, 2002) . Both estimation methods yielded virtually identical results. The model presented here provides estimates for heterogeneous error variances; an alternative model using homogenous error variances yields the same results (for the fixed effects). See Hoffman and Rovine (2007) and Weaver and Black (2015) for computational examples akin to the present model. Note that in the present design within-subject observations (target x gaze) are not replicated and consequently random slopes are not included; attempts to do so prevents the model from converging (see Barr, 2013) . Table S2 . (7) 26881.18 (12) NB: ***p < .001, **p < .01, *p < .05, †p < .10. Fit indices and model comparisons are based on maximum likelihood (ML) estimates, whereas regression coefficients are estimated using a restricted solution (REML) (see Raudenbush & Bryk, 2002) . Both estimation methods yielded virtually identical results.
Multi-level model predicting variations in minimum distance (Study 2).
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